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Microbial sulfur metabolism and the bioecological
relationships driven by sulfur metabolism

WANG Yaxin, WU Yu, ZHANG Honglin, QU Xiaohua, XIN Yufeng"

School of Life Science, Qufu Normal University, Qufu 273165, Shandong, China

Abstract: Sulfur, an essential component of all living cells, is ubiquitous in the nature. Sulfur
metabolic pathways in microorganisms, animals, and plants demonstrate various relationships. Based
on microbial sulfur metabolism, this paper summarized four main metabolic pathways of sulfur in
microorganisms, animals, and plants, and highlighted the similarities, differences, and relationships.
Microorganisms, the major driving force of biological sulfur cycle, participate in all the main metabolic
pathways of sulfur. The dissimilatory sulfur reduction by microorganisms reduces the volatilization of
methane in the environment. The assimilatory sulfur reduction by microorganisms or plants yields
abundant organic sulfur sources for animals, while plants and animals lack the function of dissimilatory
or assimilatory sulfur reduction. Sulfur oxidation occurs in all the three kinds of organisms with similar
pathways, in which sulfur transferase diversifies the oxidation products. Sulfur mineralization in plants
is still unclear, but the mineralization in animals or microorganisms enables additional inorganic sulfur
substrate for sulfur assimilation in plants. In the nature, the sulfur metabolism-based ecological
relationships, such as the relationships between intestinal microorganisms and host animals and
between rhizosphere microorganisms and plant roots, microbial mineralization of decayed animals and
plants, and microbial oxidation and reduction of sulfur, significantly enhance the biogeochemical
cycling of sulfur.
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Figure 1  Sulfur biological cycles driven by
microbial sulfur metabolisms.
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Figure 2 Assimilation and dissimilation of sulfate reduction.

http://journals.im.ac.cn/actamicrocn



934

Wang Yaxin et al. | Acta Microbiologica Sinica, 2022, 62(3)

Sat 42 ATP #i iz fL i (ATP sulphurylase) % Ji%
) — Tl , ATP 4 R A il 45 )42 70 A 7 SRM 5
WFLh b . Sat BEIHAE 1 701 ATP REai R Eh
BN APS, R B T, X2
AN S AL B 2 A6 340 S A O AH R 26 3R . APR
oy R ALV RS AT 2 B, miE th ke
B AL, 25 R P IR #hik 5, SRM
TR APS &L APR, fE R APR
H1 28 57 IR AR AE Y (oB) Y BT R RIS AR
12 4~ [4Fe-4STE MO H ), APR I8 J5 APS
7 A AR R £ . Dsr T % i DsrAB 5 DsrC M AY,
TER AR IR ER L )50 HoS fid #Erf, DsrAB $i
it 4 AT AR R R 18 JF N S°, DsrC #2141
2 A FHF B EEN, FEXE DsrC Al
DsrAB fhiRZE ) FIBFSE K3, DsrC AR Ui
A DstAB —RIKAYRLE T, Ff7E DsrAB 151k
7 55 B9 P8 B IML41 R (siroheme) it 3T 25 45 — > 1 J&
RSP EERR Cys10417), DsrAB i JFUI iR
Ay S5 DsrC B Cys104 58 =ik
(trisulfide), ZJ& DsrC 5 DsrAB f#{Ec, KI5
JIE F %) DsrJOP & & 914 DsrC i) s RS

SN B B B B R £ B8O A R 18 ) e
71, ABZFRS S AT DU 27 A= T4 1 s A=

Cysteme

PyEA TR RRFR IR, a0 AR SR rp 4 25 3
2 MRIBEBINER , A1 AR IE N 5 9 SRM i)
HE, @A AR . RS EE R
R FE A, I B ENEANFERER L
(IEOLR , b AT DLAJFEE AR EE . B CR R ER
s AR, FEmiEMAEY AR
A H,S EALRYAE S0, = A i HoS X
WA B HAG w7 R A Sh ) i A 2ok
TR Y H,S AL E AL M RS AR U R 1,
XA B AN A W =22 18] AR AT R LA 57 )
HEASKRAWE 3A). HE, MBRHIEN
[ HoS e B 2o 5y B AT B B 18 9 0 S8 0
R, XERE TS R B E TR R T K
B SRM f 5z,

SRR R R 1A S A B G R A A W Bk fh 2
TEA PR ELENRITEN . BRMES, ™
P o 11 R e R e ) L 2 0 B e g 7 A 121,
eSS BR L JF A R rh, DABR AR R4 7
ZARG AL T A LR, k> T H e E Y
A HLERICY) , DA b S Al Bt 2 R 1 i 7] 58 4 1Y
Pl F e e AU WEAG T, e R b Rk
T TR Eh U6 J5 AT U/ 24 30% 009 F e e A= P2, b
BRI 1 B ) E A AV e DU R R 1220

©

ﬂ\

H,S SO,

A . . B
) Intestine Intestinal cell &)
Cysteine
}v “(“\x Mineralization
S N\\\Gc\‘“ 5,0
3
Cysteme
07 &Z K‘\—»
[ridaion]

3 UMARBEARARMMESKR

Figure 3 The ecological relationships based on the cycles of sulfur. A: intestinal microorganisms and
intestinal cells; B: rhizosphere microorganisms and plant roots; C: environmental microorganisms.
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Figure 4 The pathways of S’ oxidation. A: S oxidation by PDO; B: S oxidation by Dsr.
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E-S" iR 5 FALW R AEME I, AR SCN, o fii %
Bl E-S° ROk . MR Re MY S°
HHARISZ I, BT 2R 1), St
AT DR AR R SR . b5, FTLME R
" Z AR A H K . W aE R ER S Ak D,
P A B e A2 AR S B A A% B AR Ak )
1) Z e RS P R R 2 —
HATERBHE T SQR. PDO LUK ST
FHEA S, 8o A R AR AR B
TR T ST MThfg, ST fEE AR aeas
#EZ ALY (polysulfide) 5 GSH 1Y SV B , B
Mk S m) GSSH i) 5 k47, PRI AE Rt 3R
IR R BT, A S A AL Y DL AR R SR
A, T ST WS SR, Bl E %
67 0 B SV 2 A % 74 oA AR R oy 2 B

F1 FEBEBHSRE

(&l 5). AHALAY, 7E gl Zen A %24k HoS i
i, B SQR %k HoS JG A A S° n REAL S
25 GSH. MV BR £ B A I Y 52 14 (B S8 A0 3 Dt
L CERAERS SR, alE
GSSH FlaifCaine £k 551k 5%, GSSH " LAt
PDO Afb H W ifeth . XFE, TEMIP eSS
ZFh SC AR Z Ik, fE ST MFEATF, A=
AFEEHTY D XY ST fE
SQR/PDO 4 Mt HoS 177 Wy A i b e 1) 1 221
PVE .
3.3 WMATEREBRMEL

BRAC B R 6 1 Ik 2 Sox RETE,
Hr, SoxYZ BIEYZEEEN, v H
Fik-SH Fr M4 4R, £ SoxXA
BN, BACIAREE S SoxYZ 45 A A
SoxYZ-S-S-S05>, % H 1] 7= 4 Fi- 42 /K ff i SoxB
HIHEAC R — 7 TR EhIF 7 4= SoxYZ-S-S7;
TEARFER IR, #—2P %1k SoxYZ-S-S~
JIE 7= A 1 e ) 7 ) R R T T A R 2RO e A
TE M40 2 F SoxCD W4 E P an A. vinosum,
SoxYZ-S-S &4k L2 HE SoxCD WL T Az il
SoxYZ-S-SO5*", Wi iZ =¥ 4s 4 SoxB /K fift 3t
BECE AR E 1, AaAE ek miE
AFETE SoxCD B, SoxY 454 B (SoxYZ-S-S7)
23 o A & A2 LA AR Bk 0 TE XA A TR R
25 [AOY OROGHE A FR AN P, e S IR A An

Table 1 The classification of sulfur transferases

STs Donor of sulfur Acceptor of sulfur Active site loop motif References
TST Thiosulfate Cyanide CRXGX[R/T]® [59]
TSTDI1 Thiosulfate Glutathione CXXGKR [60]

MST 3-mercaptopyruvate Cyanide CG[S/T]GVT [59]
Polysulfide ST Polysulfide SR or SOR* CXXXXR [61]
CpDUF442 Polysulfide Glutathione CXXGTR [54]
CpDUF442 Persulfide Sulfite CXXGTR [54]

*SR: sulfur reductase; SOR: sulfur oxygenase reductase. *: alternative residues; X: any amino acid.
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(A) GSH

GSH

ST

0,
Spontaneous PDO
Kp > GSSH \

QR
H,S —> Polysulfides —

Spontaneous

Sulfite ~ 47% T

I | cm
|

Thiosulfate ~ 53%

(B) GSH

SQR \ Spontaneous PDO
H,S — > Polysulfides GSSH

Spontaneous

0, GSH
Sulfite 20%

Thiosulfate 80%

5 i EgRyThRE!

Figure 5 The function of sulfur transferase’®*. A: H,S oxidation by SQR/PDO/ST; B: H,S oxidation by

SQR/PDO.

C. pinatubonensis IMP134 Z&3L 4, W HA
RENS EALBRACHL R ER 1Y Sox RAPY, UiHIiX R
SR AN AL RS, HEERSE
A0 P 0 AR TR RE AN BT

AT B ST 48 T 7 T T A R T v SR A A
Erythrobacter flavus " & I — FP i AC B R £L1C
B R AR, GEBT T 4> Sox R G AT
DT A5 oAt 1t 2 ] 56 iR S AR 7, 2 At
i BR #h 43 7 it A Bk 2 6 i &0 8 (thiosulfate
dehydrogenase A, TsdA)RJH AL T A= Bl % U6
MR £k, SoxB 4 i DU R £h #E AT /K Mg B
PRk, TR 4% 1)t o 8 B A 7 5 205 5 ) A P s
Bl &, 8B4 2 mA Y sike € 1 Ss, Ss
R4 SdoA F1 SdoB (Wifh PDO)4A Ak ik
mREL

SPLRR T, HS AL A BT iR
h e SRS ST BR8] GSH, A4
WAL YI(GSS), GSS# ETHEL (HJ) PDO)% fk
AR R EL , T4 R £k AR L il (SOE) AL 1k
R ER AR, X — i B AR T 2R s
3.4 THERmAIEL

P R R AT 7E S b A R R I it ok R v Bl
i A Ak B A, TR A R

(nucleophilicity) Fll 5 if Ji € 77 (SO5* /SO,™ K
EO*{H N—515 mV) I A Py HA — & i d 7
DRI e e 4 b AR DA S 75 R A A, Ak
T2 BB B R AR AR A A T B A R S AE
St PR 3 A FH 3 2 oF 5 B o

JUF A 1Y i 12 £k 4 Ak i (SOE) A /2 LA
“EH” Ry 5 K7 1Y) i (molybdoenzymes) , 38 F # R
H“Mo-Co” & 118, SOE 7 JLT-Fr A i /4 425
WP ERAATE , — M T S ot 22 ) 8 4 e 5t v
SOE A 2 F 2. (1) SO, sulfite oxidase (EC
1.83.1), M O, fE A F 24, fiEfl sulfitet
H,0-sulfate+2H +2e ¥ 52 i ; (2) SDH, sulfite
dehydrogenases (EC 1.8.2.1), I A F: At i) B, 752
IR An il LR o S8 O,, AE B R Eh Flid Ji
MR AR ¢ & 6). HFTZEAN R 4B 3
i) SOE 4 SorAB. SoxCD #l YedYZ %%

SorAB & 2 I H A AR B R 11 i 32 21
M 2458, H sord Fll sorB 2 NFEH 4t , —IE
R — B 4K (heterodimeric), H:FP SorA &7
A Mo KK, £ 40.2 kDa, 1fi SorB J&f &
21 % (Heme ¢)#9/NIESE, HA 8.8 kDa, SorAB
J&—Fh SDH, 734 T J& 5123 1] 4 A HH Y SorAB
R T 42 AL T PRk B R R R Y
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Oxidized
cytochrome ¢

N

Reduced
cytochrome ¢

SO

SDH, sulfite dehydrogenase

0, o
S0, ~ 7

v

Neks

SOE, sulfite oxidizing enzyme

AMP 2e”

SO~ \\\~//%‘AP

ATP

ATP sulfurylase/\
> SO

Apr, APS reductase ’

Ee6 THEIMIIIER
Figure 6 The pathways of sulfite oxidation.

SoxCD g fii Ak 374 iz £ A0 Ak g ol — iF 4 2
e HHABR Sox RELMF(SoxXA. SoxYZ Fl
SoxB) Y[l £ FI BT, AT g ELAT A0 iR+ 1 A
71, (B4R SoxCD [ A A WA R £ 41
fRigdE, 5 EARRESeHPE. mH, B
A UEHE R U] SoxCD H A & M 455 Wb ikd 7
WA (L), AR EZAWmEREE", 2
F, SoxCD %&b A R £k 1) L B 1 75 X 40 1Y
A BREAAE AU

KPR H) YdeY 22— R,
eSO R EHE T, S a ke A
5 SOE ZIEHBIH =458, YdeY A fgks
B AL A IR 11 YdeZ, YdeZ &A1 b TIZH
L P REAE 20K, Z R Rl
WG Q dkekfLit, NIk, i YdeYZ BT RYHF
I 2k AL AR i BE N R A AR . HL 3]
HRTA 1B &I A~ 8 1 HA R AR
MR ER BTG TE, X AT AE S YdeYZ MZEF il ok T
KA A K, Wk, YdeYZ E—1ik
KA SOE ZEL

20 B 34 T LA o 2 1] 114 S5 B Rk 3

7
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AR«nADPynmwﬁ§>\: !

ADP

BEA AR R A BRI £ (] 6). AT ERT APS
A JEEF(APS reductase, APR)L & —4~ 70-75 kDa
1) o MEELFI—4 18-23 kDa i p WA, o
K454 FAD BRI T, 1 B WAL AT RELE 4 2 4
[4Fe-4S1ME VY, X BEE AMP BIAFHE T, i
1 B BRERTE B APSU™Y, 3 RRJiL 2 N HL T, APS
el 2 Aoy SR R AL . — R R
TEGRIE IR 1 B R A8 d i e A TR b 4 2 th i
ATP Bi R AL (ATP sulfurylase), iXf&—Fp ™4
g Mg> it , 12 BERR R I APS BRI, I
A 1 5rF ATPYY S 55— Rl == AR RO AT 18
Thiobacillus denitrificans 53 i ) ADP Hiligfk
it (APAT), X&—HEA 24 41.4 kDa W.HA]
AR R — R AR 7, it e ML 45 AMP
YER RS Y, BElmiR £k, IF8 AMP B2
b4 B ADP.

4 % [ (sulfur assimilation)

it B4 [ Ak 1 R 4 I MLABRE AL 5 00 2 it TR
B OAR R EL | B U R R S B S A i A ATP
MZHT, B Smaieayr, smpom
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VEAR M5 B 5 i s i 2ok A . AR B3 1T T
J5 . AR AT HUBR 0 e 22 R AT ARk A Py e
WA AR TR R HoS, A ) JC HOE AR bR
APy HETT AL HoS 7 AR B R R O R i 3 R B
Hr, {H YA RE BLEA PR b 9 AL 2
48 b B R AR S RN S AP ) AR AR A
S, ALZUEEAE W A T b ) A ) Ak iR A
S S B B S R R A e (R (Cys)!, B e 4t
A B T S R TR 2 MR (Met) 35 A BE I T
e [F) A 2 e e sh iy . A LA R ) Z AR
AT 22 (] 3B).
TEJLF P A A ik, BriRE: Rl fb R 2
PHIUASEESER N (F 2): (1) BiERER Bk ATP i
IHE L APS; (2) APS # ATP 4r ¥R fb )" £
o BE A R R HE A 30 Wl R R -5 - Wl R 1R Eh
(3'-phosphoadenosine-5'-phosphosulfate, PAPS);
(3) PAPS i J5i i AL Az RO AR R AR 5 (4) EAR
PRERIEFA HoS5 (5) HoS BEG HEA 22 5 TR A 1l
TERAE Y R £h 9k ATP 0S4 5 APS,
X — 0] i 5 AR R 08 JFURH [R] Y- Sat JigEk
CysN. CysD SGWfEfbsE M, (H5 R bmmsh
WEAFIR R, AR APS 429k ATP 1L,
7 RE M AR IR ER ALK PAPS, i fbiX — 2P il
A CysC. CysNC. CysQ Ul K NrnA %5 APS i
fiE(APS kinase)™, 422, PAPS if 5 (CysH)
He 2ok A B AL IR IR 1 R G (LA i AR AL iE
JR & [ thioredoxin . i & Ak if I & 11 i Ji g
thioredoxin reductase U\ &2 NADPH){% 3% %) B, -,
HEAL PAPS b JFUEOEARIRER . KI5, WHRR
ER 30 28 i P92 R 1 i il (4H 7R R oA CysT A Cysl,
Yy Sinil 58 )5 A i HoS, feJa , 22 R
Wi 22 R O B RS B (SAT) NG , TS A Al
it A JE A O-Z Ft-Ser (OAS), OAS ) Z B AL
IITE O- 2T 22 58 R (B 155 ) 2 Ak g (R A AL T Wit

IR, 772 AR

TERE Bl m I b, A 2 e R A
e ik -y-& B (cystathionine y-synthase, CGS)
PAERT S O-BEMR = 2 A R4ES &, &M
ik - B- 24 fi# il (cystathionine B-lyase, CBL)#ifL )"
A [R] TR b 22 R (L-homocysteine) , L-homocysteine
T 38 1 B A 28R A R (methionine synthase,
M)A T H 34k A Bl A 2 R

H i A 7EAR IR ER Ak L 2 rf, PAPS
JE A D ELAN G (A5 I A ) AR T AL
BORY, (XY . BERIEAM RS, P
APS A2 FERY, HIanfErE Y, APS 7]
LAINZE5S PAPS iX— B, EHETE APS if 5l
(APR) A A A O A Rk ), + 4 vh 5 4 1Y)
APR 54V T AR IR K APR 7R
5t AR KB, HEY T iR Rk 5
HZ R LR APR, ‘B 5P s ey
i1 2 A~ [4Fe-4STiE ko b Y, IR IR 2 GSH
HAR B 54 A Bl S0 B R R 4% 1T 7E STR
PERT, B2 RBHRELEDNE T 4&
H.S, w/afifbiB A O- LWk 22 &R 1) = 5
PR 4R rp DI 2 B iR, o el fb s 72 Y
TEHATOCEAEMALN S, RgEE ) E N
(ferredoxin) &y SIR #E i+, SIR ¥HZ 1
6 ML TR B R Eh A A Ho S5 Mi7EAR GG
ER B HL AR Z), SIR Fr 75 iYL+ i
NAD(P)H. k% ki )5 1 DA S g A AbiE i i
[1-NADP-i J il 55 bp [ $2 f1E15

FE VAR PR R 34 i o F v, AR ) o 4 ] SIR
R AR ER SRR oAby, S B g . R
5 AR NADPH #i R SIR AHLL, HI¥A
[ Sir fl/D W R EREE L, B DRI E N
TR T AR ER EL . X FE Yk, Sir
Bz A, E DL A R D R 191 40
. T, FRE . WRMERRRSE, D
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AR . LmfaE M,

TER ST FOK AR, ACER R A IR
AR ) AR AT i AL PR kBl W s ik AR 2 )
1E S-TiACE B IR & CS26 HfEfL T 5 OAS
e ROV A S-BRAC A DR R 22 )5 I R
HERGFFFE 2L, RIS H NADPH fA7ERT,
-t AL 22 e 22 R T LA I ok e b 22 R I BE ik
AR FR SR, M 8 IR A R B K AT
b i AL B R ER W] AR Dy 2 Bk 2 B2 P UE AR Y
NADPH Fl ATP iy & /> T i 2 £k 7] 1k 4 2 Bt
TR, DR 2 i R R AN AR R R 5] B A7 7R
B, GACHEER Eh A AT eI e F T E LR AL
(AL AR ALY S, FERRB R, R
PG IR R LU A 2 £ B g £ 2 TR 4 2E K Fn 2 ity

R,

5 A M8 ¥ 4t (organic sulfur

mineralization)

AL b F 22 R 7E A LY A i
L, AP E S A MHE . ST
A ) S TR R T 4 T A2 B HLS B At TG AL
ALY, LT, AL SRR
90% LA 100, A5 HLBT 3 B2 2 A R 1 R R R 1
T R A A LR e E T 2 PR
W14k Wk (biochemical mineralization) 4=
)21 1k (biological mineralization)”, W& 1§
HH - 8 T A W FAE ) AR R A3 W Y B TR I il
(sulfatase) 7K fif B Pk 5 (R-S) 1 25 A R 61
G R A VUL RE R, AT AR WA
YRR S (C-S)B ik, IR e ML H 2
VE Rt E AL IR P= P8, T e
Mlmik, Btk, A LB 7E TSm0 A FIAE 4
AR TR E EEER.

WEEM AT 2 A WU it . (1) K
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Wt A 6 1 e 2 IR I 4 i (L-cysteine
desulthydrase, CD)AI LI fb1 bt 2 8 fif 44 4 31
MR . ALK HoSP2Ys () iy It k-7 B
(cystathionine beta-synthase, CBS)@i i fit-y-24
fi# i (cystathionine gamma-lyase , CSE ) fk [7]71=f
BEERRS 4 HS™5 (3) CAT/MST 248, 2k
e 22 R % Ik 54 B4 I (L-cysteine  aminotransferase ,
CAT) ALY e = fR 21 3-S5 LN iR, 2 )5 f b
RN MST MR 3-%i 55 TN R R 1) A 171 A= B
BE(MST-SSH)', 1 fH skt 5 GSH 2 A R JX
VA B HoS

W LS W 5 AR AR A SRR 0 Ak iR
o UIZZZTR . FIEEIR . w2 D2 iR Bl n) 7Y
PR FE IR AE N RY) , il CBS Al CSE
AR R R 1) % i 35 4% (trans-sulfuration  pathway)
FAEREAE B HoS, X RIS AL H,S
AR EERRECT, g, Esh b E
CAT/MST AL RIA LS. B Y, i CAT fifk
MRS o-FR N R N, AR 3-50
FE TN A R AT 2R 5 PR MST LA 3-%i 56 T4 P iR
VE A B AL AR B e i B 3P R b, AR il
WAL Y AN R

EER IR RIS E X GNPV S
TIEYAAE Y Z B UM EVE R . g
AR AR AR T S BRI EE R HoS
FIH BRI (CH,SH), 3 28/ (A 20l Bl 45 4 3] 45
W kR, A SRR A BE VR R v, Z AL 80K
2 B E R o TR K BRUAS g A I Y i
KB, S5k A RIR T RS, ERER
i 20 2L HoS il CHSSH Uk Ry B4R i 1R
R PIREAL HoS A dtERY (| 3). Bk, &
BLE T & miAa e otk e b, SO L 3h )
fiff B Bt AL ) B PR Y SR AR I R AR
ML 2k 2 00 2 W0 AR 3 T 0 24 3k 7% v AN
[Fi] A= 4 2 18] 1) B T A T o 5 2 5 0 0 400 T A Ak
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BAE RO R AR AR M AR, Z
Jo W U R AE W 0 A B R T & L DMISP
(dimethylsulfoniopropionate)®™, /N4 DMSP
AL A0 B A R A 4E 2445 5(0.5-1.0)x 10" mol
) DMS (dimethylsulfide)¥% & 2|25 S H 1M 5% Wi
ERRAMEAEL, FRH DMS WIBE A4l
DMSO (dimethyl sulfoxide) FIRT 2 £h %, KB4
) DMSP W AT BBV 240 7 (202 Roseobacter
I SAR1L F#E)#E S £ W AALER] ™4 MeSH
(methanethiol)’®

6 K%

ALV AL, REMEHLER T 4 4%
FEGAYHER, XERBEZF Y HA
e BEARALE, (H X B AR E RSk, Hdr,
W GERE Tt R FATHINA, EA U A P
Mo, 4 SR AEHE R TEMUE Y ThE A P
g3, TAEY AP b H Pt BA T 0 i
Rt Wi, Y E oA Py ek b1
W) FEIK B 1. WA S . MY 5
W 2 (8] LA AR b S At A7 A6 3 5B A9 B R
FARIEA R, X R A BE A E
MRSy o TEA TS, AT E At
W S AEER N g DL iR

(1) #F—2hnss e [\ AR ) 2 A
i, fEAERR L . B GRAR ST TR
B A D A0G P ) SRR 9, DA B et 78 AN () AR )
H A A SRS, IR SR LABR AL A AT
Vi Bt 7 i AR 28 OC R I HILHI e HAE A= ) Bl
A EEINRE

(2) Y B A B e G A W) S
SGEHE T AT RSl . R 2 (R 2R A Qe
SRR AR, B RS —AE AN [R] AR W b i S AR
B TE A 44 A" W) S AR L] 55 9 5[]
FESLINAH | F s 2l DA R A B A S5 4 2ok F

FEGr R ACIAE A [F] 2R 4y 2Z 1) A ek Lk
R AR

(3) FET AW A M iy 22 SR A B AR 2
W OLRMEI A, BOCR AV IR
WFFE L Ak RIS E 2R UR e,
MR L ) B 0 2% A 0 e B A = 00 B ) o 45
AL, I PHRAR BT ER A4 A BRI AR 2552 5 3
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